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The SeaHle Conspiracy Trial
byGil Johnson
Co II ege Press serv Ice

SEATTLE (CPS)-It's all in your mind, you know.
That's what the federal conspiracy law, which
prohibits conspiring to cross state lines with the intent
of inciting to riot, is all about. "Thought crimes,"
claim those people indicted under the law.
The law that was invoked against movement
celebrities like Abbie Hoffman, Tom Hayden, and
Bobby Seale is presently being applied to eight
heretofore unheard-of radical activists in Seattle. The
"Seattle 8" face trial in Tacoma, Wash., Nov. 9.
The federal grand jury charges state, for those who
can endure the jargon: "On or about February 17,
1970, in the Western District of Washington and
elsewhere, Charles Clark Marshall I", Jeffrey Dowd,
Joseph Kelly, Michael Abeles, Michael Lerner, Roger

Lippman, Susan Stern, and Michael Justensen ... did
wilfully, knowingly and unlawfully conspire, combine,
confederate and agree together each with the other,
and with diverse other persons, some known and others
unknown to the grand jury, to commit offenses against
the UNITED STATES.
"To wilfully and unlawfully injure, and aid, abet,
, counsel and procure others to wilfully and unlawfully
injure, the property of the United States, that is, the
United States Court House, Fifth Avenue and Spring
Street, Seattle, Washington, thereby causing damage in
excess of $100.00, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1361 and
U.S.C.2."
Essentially,
they
are, charged with, on 16
enumerated occasions, conspiring to incite others to
break a few windows in two federal buildings on Feb.
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17, one day after contempt of court citations were
handed down in the Chicago conspiracy trial. They are
not charged with breaking the windows themselves.
which is a misdemeanor, nor to rioting, also a
misdemeanor, but to conspiracy, which is a felony.
The list of 16 "overt acts" against the United States
include such things as meetings of the defendants on
various occasions. playing a tape recorder, participating
in karate training, saying that the judicial system
"must be attacked," speaking at rallies, and using
phones, all with the intent of inciting a riot on Feb. 17,
and breaking those windows.'
Some of the counts are a bit heavier, however.
Charles "Chip" Marshall, is alleged to have used maps
of the court house area four days prior to the riot.
(See SEATTLE p. 2)
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Rep. Ford: Public confidence in the
,U.S. Supreme Court diminishes every
day that Mr. Justice Douglasremains on
it.

Justice Douglas: I have done nothing in
my life to worry about ... my life's an
open book.
'

Impeaching Douglas

Ford Has A Better Idea?
by Harold C. Gordon
With the current attempt to impeach
Associate Justice William O. Douglas
another case has been added to the
growing controversy over the question
of judicial propriety. This question has
loomed large in recent years with the
resignation of Justice Abe Fortas and
the rejection of the Haynesworth and
Carswell nominations and may loom
still larger by the time the special House
subcommittee makes its report on the
charges levelled against Douglas by
Minority
Leader Gerald Ford. The
committee
has already released a
preliminary report describing the nature
and scope of its investigation and a
recent book, Dossier on Douglas, by
Allan Brownfeld, has added to the
general debate on the subject.
Mr. Brownfeld
offers a bizarre
example of Douglas's tortured legal
reasoning in the sensational Rosenberg
spy case of the early 1950's. Convicted
and sentenced to death for atomic espionage, the Rosenbergs had made six
unsuccessful appeals to the Supreme
Court for a review of their case. The last
of these was denied on June 15,
1953-the
eve of their execution and
the last day of the Court's regular session. The following day, however, Justice Douglas stunned the nation (to say
nothing of his colleagues, who were
then packing their vacation bags) by
unilaterally ordering an indefinite stay
of execution on the advice of the Rosenberg's lawyers who claimed that their
clients had been improperly convicted
under the Espionage Act of 1917, which

permitted the judge to fix the death
penalty, and that they should have been
tried under the Atomic Energy Act of
1946, which provided for the death
penalty only on the jury's recommendation. A special session of the
, Court had to be convened for the purpose of explaining to the resourceful
Justice that the Atomic Energy Act in
no way modified or supplanted the earlier act and that in any case the acts of
espionage for which the Rosenbergs had
been convicted were committed between 1944 and 1945, before the act
was passed. To try them under the
Atomic Energy Act would therefore
constitute an ex post facto proceeding.
The spectacle of the nation'S highest
Court being forced back into session for
the sole purpose of terminating Mr.
Douglas's
legal experimentations
brought immediate cries for his removal
from both Congress and the press, as did
other of his subsequent acts. Butit was
not until last spring that formal impeachment
proceedings were finally
instituted in response to Congressman
. Ford's charges. In a lengthy indictment,
delivered on April 15, Ford attacked
what he regarded as Douglas's repeated
conflicts of interest, based on his associations with so-called pornographer
Ralph Ginzberg, alleged international
gambler Albert Parvin, and the "Ieftish"
Center for the Study of Democratic
Institutions. Also under fire was Douglas's latest book Points of Rebellion
which more than a few public figures
have denounced as an invitation to domestic violence. The House passed a

resolution
calling for Douglas's impeachment the following day and a
special subcommittee to study the resolution was appointed by the House Judiciary Committee on April 21.
The constitutional
questions attending the impeachment of any federal
official are manifold, primarily because
the Constitution is more specific on the
method of impeachment than the motives. There is no ambiguity in the pro-.
vision that it requires a majority vote of
the House to impeach, and a two-thirds
vote of the Senate to convict, but there
is considerable confusion as to the actual grounds for impeachment. In the
'case of the executive branch the Constitution provides that the President,
Vice President and all civil officers of
the United States shall be removed on
grounds of "Treason, Bribery or other
high crimes and misdemeanors." That is
indefinite enough but where the judicial
branch is concerned it is even worse inasmuch as it is merely stated that federal judges shall hold their offices "during good Behaviour."
The task of determining exactly
what constitutes a breach of judicial
good behavior is a legal Pandora's box
which even the stoutest heart might well
shrink from opening, particularly since
there are hardly any precedents to resolve the issue. The last successful impeachment of a federal justice occured
in 1936, when District Judge Halstead
Ritter was acquitted of the specific
charges against him but was nevertheless
removed from the bench for having
brought his court into "scandal and dis-

repute."
Furthermore,
no Supreme
Court Justice has ever been impeached.
The only attempt, in 1805, was largely a
partisan political move against Justice
Samuel Chase who was accused, among
other things, of subjecting a jury to an
"intemperate and highly political harangue." Beyond those two cases, only
seven federal justices have been impeached: three were acquitted, three
were convicted, and-one resigned during
the impeachment proceedings.' Consequently, in the absence of any effective
guidelines, one is forced in the end
either to' accept or reject the contention
of Minority Leader Ford that judicial
misconduct is whatever Congress says it
is at a particular period of history. Yet
even if Congress were to adopt that line
of reasoning it would still face the unenviable task of establishing appropriate
standards of judicial conduct.
One has only to consider the specific
charges made by Ford against Douglas
to appreciate the difficulty of that task.
To be sure, anyone of Ford's charges
conceivably could be regarded as a
breach of "good behavior" depending
on what one considers good behavior to
be. But it is highly debatable which
charges, if any, could provide real
grounds for impeachment. Is it an impeachable offense, as Mr. Ford suggests,
to write articles for Mr. Ginzberg's girlie
magazines when' the question of what is
pornography is now more uncertain
than evet] Is it an impeachable offense
to conduct political seminars at the
(Se~ DOUGLAS p. 2)
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SEATTLE, from p. 1 .

A Pattern of'ffRepression"
Mike Abeles is accused of urging violence "as the only
way to answer a fascist court," and to saying, on Feb ..
11, "if police try and stop us-kilL"
The 16 counts
were gathered from public
statements of the Seattle 8, plus testimony from
undercover agents and information from wire tapping.
The government prosecution will try to prove that the.
members of the Seattle 8 did not intend merely a
protest demonstration at the federal courthouse on
Feb. 17, but had planned, for five weeks, to incite a
riot.
The members of the Seattle 8 see the trial in a
totally different framework. "This business about
inciting to riot is bullshit," says Abeles, a curly headed
former SDS organizer from Cornell. "People won't riot
unless they already possess a sufficient rage."
Seattle has historically been used by the federal
government
to test the local application of
controversial federal statutes. A relatively isolated part
of the nation, the Seattle "laboratory" rarely gains
much publicity. During the "Red Scare" of the postWorld War II years; conspiracy charges similar to those
the Seattle 8 face were brought against the "wobblles,"

the strongly Marxist International Workers of the
World labor movement. In the early fifties, Seattle was
the first city to locally prosecute individuals during the
McCarthy-HUAC witch hunts.
The Seattle 8 view their indictments as the
beginning of a pattern of "repression" which the
government will use against other leftist political
groups throughout the country. According to Abeles,
the federal indictments were not so much of a response
to the riot at the Seattle court house, as to the success
of the Seattle Liberation Front. The SLF is a
community based group of approximately 20 political
collectives. In a city with 17 percent unemployment,
the SLF had gained the acceptance of poor and
unemployed people in Seattle. The SLF had sponsored
a free breakfast program, and would bring coffee and
doughnuts
to people
standing in welfare and
unemployment lines.
"What we are guilty of," says Abeles, "is developing
a new way of living in this country, of growing our hair
long, of advocating repeal of dope laws, and of helping
poor people. And particularly of being successful i'1
these things:'

Student Faculty Commiffee

Abeles believes the federal government is using this
trial and others to dissipate community organizing.
"Essentially, we have been unable to do any organizing
other than around the trial:' he explains.
The Seattle press had continuously linked the
Seattle 8 to the Weathermen, and especially to two
bombings said to be done by Weathermen in the Puget
Sound area.
The Seattle 8 conspiracy trial represents a new
phase
in the federal government's war on the
revolutionary young. The government must have by
now accepted the notion of the radical movement that
"the revolution has no leaders," for these are not the
Cleavers, Haydens or Rubins of the movement, but the
followers-the guys who run the mimeograph machines
and the girls who paint the protest placards, They have
not gone through the experiences and struggles of the
civil rights movement and early peace efforts; they are
products of the campus revolt.
Seven members of the Seattle 8 will go to trial No.
9. The eighth,Mike Justensen, like Orr in "Catch 22:'
got away. The FBI is still looking for him.

In a ddition
to these
relatively objective indications
of a professor's competence, the
members
of the Tenure
professional activities. This list Committee sit in on the class
sessions of the professor under
generally
includes published
articles, clippings of l1eIMV\,Qrthyconsideration in order to form
an opinion
. of his teaching
professional
accomplishments
competence
as
contrasted with
and other evidence of
activities
,
.
which increase the stature of his intellectual performance.
The last, and from the
the school, or contribute to the
student viewpoint, perhaps the
advancement of the law.
most important imput for the
Also available
for the
Committee's
committee examination are the Tenure
are the written
student
evaluations
of the consideration,
comments
solicited
by the
faculty
which
have been
committee in the announcement
conducted in the past two years.

Tenure: Procedures Without Substance
by Tim Cook
At its October 7 meeting,
the Student Faculty Committee
discussed several items of general
interest.
The, first of these
concerned student influence in
the decision of the faculty as to
whether
tenure
should
be
g ran ted to a professor, The
discussion
arose within the
context of the announcement by
the Faculty
Committee
on
Recruitment,
Tenure,
and,

Promotion (hereafter the Tenure
Committee) that two professors
would be formally considered
for tenure on December 4th.
Professor Robinson, who is
a member of both the SFC and
the Tenure Committee explained
the procedures used by the latter
to arrive at the recommendation
it makes to the entire faculty.
The
professor
under
consideration
is requested to
submit
a listing
of his

DOUGLAS from p.I

. .

of the pending recommendation.
If any student has what he
bel ieves to be a valid and
persuasive argument regarding
the
tenure
deliberations,
whether pro or con, he should·
red uce his opinion and the
factual
basis therefore
to
writing, and submit a signed
copy to any of the members of
the Tenure Committee. They
are: Professor Barron, Prof. H.P.
Green,
Prof.
Kuhn,· Prof.
Robinson,
and Prof. Miller,
Chairman.
(See COOK p. 8)
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.represented by counsel and has piaced
his personal files at the disposal of the
special
House
subcommittee
investigating the charges. Inasmuch as
Fact, alleging that Mr. Goldwater was this evidence on his behalf is private, the
only statement in his defense that has
mentally disturbed and psychologically
been made public is a letter from his
unfit to be President of the United
a t t o r rre v to the subcommittee
States. A federal court in New York
dismissing Ford's charges as complete
found for Goldwater and the decision
misrepresentations,
was upheld by the U. S. Court of
The subcommittee has stated that it
Appeals. Ginzberg then appealed to the
will issue a final report to its parent
Supreme Court which, on January 26,
committee assessing the validity of the
1970, declined to review the case with
case against Douglas, If this report
Justices Black and Douglas casting the
exonerates
him, the matter will
only dissenting votes. Yet in March of
probably end there. If not, then it will
1969, while the case was still pending in
be for the Judiciary Committee and
the federal
courts,
an article on
then
for the House as a whole to decide
folksinging by Douglas, for which he
if Douglas's misconduct is sufficient to
was allegedly paid $350, was published
in Ginzberg's magazine Avant Garde warrant his impeachment. And if the
impeachment bill passes the House it .
which had incorporated Fact. Douglas's
will
then be for the United States
subsequent failure to disqualify himself
Senate,
which has recently expressed
from consideration of the case was, in
such great concern over the conduct of
Ford's opinion, a violation of Title 28,
prospective Supreme Court justices, to
section 455 of the U.S. Code.
render final judgment on what should
As of this writing, Douglas has
.
be the conduct of those justices already
declme~ to ma~e an~ comment on th.e
on the bench.
proceedmgs agamst him, although he IS

Impeachment or Witch Hunt
Center for the Studv or LJemocratic Institutions for a fee when other public
officials have done the same? Is it an
impeachable
offense to make controversial public statements? One might
argue that if a prospective juror (let
alone a judge) had expressed a strong
bias on a certain issue he would probably be barred from duty on cases
which involved that particular issue. Yet
one might argue equally well that Supre me Court Justices, like Vice Presi.'
dents, are entitled toeniov the right of.
free speech even if there are times when
they may enjoy it too well,
However, there are two particularly
grave charges against Mr. Douglas which
are not so easily rationalized: his
association with Albert Parvin and the
Parvin Foundation and his conduct during the Goldwater-Ginzberg libel case.
'th
d t th f
it '
.
WI
regar
0
e ormer, I IS an established fact that from 1961 to 1969

Douglas served as President of the AIbert Parvin Foundation at a salary of
$12,000 a year plus expenses. According to the New York Times the Foundation was tied to gambling interests in
Las Vegas and according to Ford,
Douglas had not only drafted the
Foundation's articles of incorporation
but reportedly advised Parvin on how to
keep the Foundation's tax exempt status from being lifted by the Internal
Revenue
Service. (The contents of
Douglas's letter to Parvin were paraphrased in a Times article.) This, in Mr.
Ford's view was a violation of Title 28,
section 454 of the U.S. Code which
makes it a high misdemeanor for a federal judge to engage in the practice of
law.
The latter case involves a libel suit
brought by Barry Goldwater against ed't
bli h
R I h G' b
f
I or-pu IS er
a p
mz erg or an
article published in Ginzberg's magazine
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Capital Gains -

The Capital Gains Exclusion

The Rich Man s Burden

Adjusted Gross Income
Per Year 1967 (Class) .

Part I .- The Capital Gains Exclusion
An articulate and iconoclastic observer of the federal tax laws has stated: The
Internal Revenue Code, indeed, is a remarkable essay in sustained obscurity. It has all
the earmarks of a conspiracy in restraint of understanding. (Louis Eisenstein, The
Ideologies of Taxation (1961).
The Code is not, however, obscure in all particulars. In fact, certain sections
communicate dispensations to the property class with remarkable clarity. Section
1202 is a case in point. It states:
In the case of a taxpayer other than a corporation, if for any taxable year the net
long-term capital gain exceeds the net short-term capital loss, 50% of the amount
of such excess shall be a deduction from gross income ...
To complete the reader's understanding of this deduction Section 1221 defines
the term " net long-term capital gain" as the excess of the gain from the sale or
exchange of a capital asset held more than 6 months over losses incurred on the same
type of transaction. Capital assets held less than 6 months are used in calculating
short term gains or losses. Capital assets include all property held by the taxpayer
except business inventories, accounts receivable, copyrights and literary, musical or
artistic compositions held by a taxpayer whose personal efforts create such property.
Thus neatly and generously Congress has exempted billions of dollars from
taxation.
Incidence of the Capital Gains Exclusion
Who reaps the benefit of the legislative largess found in Section 1202? The most
recent results are calculated from data found in the United States Treasury Dept
publication, "The Statistics of Income 1967, Individual Income Tax Returns" Table
13, Col. 17, Table 1, Col. 1. (See above chart).
Clearly, large income taxpayers reap the hog's share of the capital gains exclusion.
One half of one percent of all taxpayers received nearly 50% of this tax free income
in 1967. 59% of all taxpayers, those who had adjusted gross incomes of less than
$7,000 per year received only about seven percent of the exclusions granted.
Arguments Against the Exclusion
Income is income. A dollar earned from the sale of property will purchase no less
than a dollar earned "in wages. There is no discrimination against this species of

Working Women Ask:
Who is Unreliable?
by Linda Colvard Dorian
To those willing to intelligently consider the women's
liberation movement, the truly unifying focus of concern is
undoubtedly employment discrimination. We may quarrel
about sex role playing, life style, and the future of the nuclear
family, but deeply held by all is the conviction that "equal pay
for equal work" is no more than minimal fairness. It may well
become the rallying cry for women's rights advocates just as
"taxation without representation" became the standard for an
earlier revolutionary cause.
The facts and statistics presented here are contained in
the 1969 "Handbook on Women Workers," Women's Bureau
Bulletin 294, a publication of the United States Department of
Labor. The emerging patterns of gross sex discrimination
require little comment. The brutal message is that to be born
female is to be born a victim of employment discrimination.
The following is a discussion of various perspectives of
women's employment accompanied by commonly held (dare I
say male perpetuated?) myths of women's unreliability in the
labor market.
Marital Status
A seemingly timeless argument against hiring single
women is that they are only waiting to get married and will
then terminate employment. The fact is that nearly 3 out of 5
women working are married. The increasing tendency of
married women to work is the most significant single change
between 1940 and 1967 in the labor force partioipation rates
of women, and the trend shows a steady rate of increase.
Family Status of Women Workers
We have all heard the rationalization that our consciences
should not be pained by how little women are paid for their
work
because,
after
all, women's salaries are only
"supplementary," something to go toward a new freezer oran
island vacation. The harsh reality is that in 1967 5.2 rniltion
families were headed by a woman (i.e. no male present).
Almost half of these families consisted of two members,_a
quarter had 3 members, and the remainder had 4 or more. It
requires no great imagination to recognize that by far the vast
majority of these extra family members are dependent
children. Thirty seven percent of these women whose children
lived with them had children under 6 years of age, so that
working presented the mother with real and often staggering
day care problems for her children. Not surprisingly, 22% of
the women family heads were non-white. (To have the
temerity to be born black and female in a racist-sexist society
is to invite a double put-down.)
Income of Women Compared to Income of Men
These are the telling statistics. Comparison of median
wage or salary income of full time men and women workers
reveals that the income of women is considerably less...and the
gap is widening. Specifically, in 1966 the median income of
women was only 58% of that of men.
If the previous statistics astonished you, consider that
(See WOMEN p. 8) ,

$0 to $ 7,000
$7,000 to $10,000
$10,000 to $15,000
$15,000 to $50,000
$50,000 and up

% of Returns
Filed
59.1%
18.7%
'14.5%
6.6%
0.5%

- Data

Long Term
Capital Gains
Excluded from
Taxable Income
($1,000)
$
862,189
$
772,463
$ 1,160,079
$ 3,464,940
$ 11,946,139

% of Total
Capital Gain!
Excluded on
All Returns
7.2%
6.5%
9.7%
29.0%

money. Why should the source of a person's income determine whether or not the
income should be taxable? Section 61 of the Code makes it clear: "Except as
otherwise provided in this subtitle, gross income means all income from whatever
source derived, including (but not limited to) the following items: ... 3) Gains
derived from dealings in property."
.
But Congress has "otherwise provided." The" exclusion technique to encourage
capital investment was adopted in the dark days of the 1930s. Revenue Act of 1934,
48 Stat 680, The present 50% exclusion was established by the RevenueAct of 1938,
52 Stat. 447, but "Iong term" required that property be held two years to qualify.
The exigencies of World War II caused Congress to reduce the two year requirement
to six months. There it has remained ever since.
Gone are the days of Depression disinvestment and wartime errergency. Yet the
capital gains exclusion remains. Its foundation, rotten from the start, has been swept
away by the tides of time. Today the economy founders in an inflationary spiral
while the capital gains exclusion encourages the. holders of property to maximize
inflation in their assets. Public needs beg for capital while the speculative new issue
market boils. The lure of a quick tax exempt capital gain has attracted billions of
dollars into unseasoned and highly risky business ventures.
Government expenditures for needed education and health programs are curtailed
for lack of funds while the elite among taxpayers enjoy enormous quantities of
tax-free income. The ultimate effect of the capital gains exclusion is to make a
shambles of the vaunted system of progressive taxation which the United States
appears to have.
NEXT ISSUE-Capital
Gains- The Rich Man's Burden Part II. Effect of the
capital gains Tax on the so-called progressive tax structure in the matter of rates and
special provisions.
.

Inmates as Classmates
by William Sessions
To summarize generalizations
concerning
inmates within a
correctlonat
institution
is
virtually an impossible task. Like
any large group brought together
by outside
forces,
inmates
represent
a microcosm
of
society.
Each has his own
distinct
sensitivities, his own
personality. But there is sorre need
to form certain generalizations
in order to prepare for classroom
discussions. So while no uniform
classifications can be made of
three
hundred
individuals,
nonetheless I'll try to verbalize
some
of my impressions
concerning my experiences at
the Youth Center.
Once the initial shock of the
institutionalized
environment
had worn off, my. first rational
impression was of the seemingly
total
failure
of structured
educational systems to prepare
these inmates with basic reading
and math skills. Roughly 30% of
the students wit hi n the academic
center had
reading skills on
levels ranging from first to the'
third grades. As an example, one
student had progressed into the
tenth grade in the District of
Columbia schools with a second
grade reading level.
Ramifications
of such a
failure are two-fold. The average
student is wholly unprepared to
comprehend
the most basic
aspects of consumer problems.
The inability
to understand
apartment leases, contracts for
purchasing automobiles, interest
rates, etc., becomes extremely
poignant
since most inmates
reside in communities in which
unfair
landlord
and trade
practices abound.
Past educational experiences
within urban SChool systems also
destroyed any native enthusiasm
for learning. In a class of thirty,
ateacher would be fortunate to
-<;

have ten students listening to a
classroom discussion, and only
half of the ten students actually
participating in the discussion.
Perhaps what left the greatest
impression upon me' was the
general attitude of the inmates
toward both the discussion of
legal problems
in consumer
education,
and
more
particularly,
toward the legal
profession as a whole. Those
who participate in classroom
discussions do so not for the
idealistic desire of learning for
learning's sake, nor for the hope
of protecting themselves from
the corner-store
loan shark.
They listen with the intent of
using what they learn to beat the
system. In contract law, for
example, many were particularly
interested in the fact that minors
may not be held responsible for
their
contracts,
envisioning
schemes
to pu rchase goods
without the obligation of paying
for them. In criminal procedure,
discussions centered less on what
rights the accused was allowed
than on what rights they could
use to "beat the beef."

proceedings. The responsibility
for such a misunderstanding
rests in part upon the shoulders
of attorneys. -lt should be the
role of the attorney to explain
the nature of the proceedings to
his clients.
Efforts by the
defense lawyer to lessen the
charge against his client should
be explained as such, with the
ultimate decision for such a
tactic
to be made by the
accused.
Only through more
concerted efforts to translate
"'" proceedings
.
legal
to the accused
will a greater understanding of
the role of the defense attorney
and a greater respect for the
legal system be appreciated.
The inmate's attitude toward
a defense lawyer, or for that
matter,
toward anyone who
ostensibly claims to be helping
him, is typical of his general
approach to persons and events.
The inmate personality reflects a
new twist
on Jeffersonian
individualism. Since he sees his
role in life as fending for
himself, which he translates into
beat the other man before he
beats
you,
he is typically
skeptical of others acting in his
behalf.
This adds another
problem to the teacher, since his
function .ls seen as one of some
sort of self-fulfill ment rather
than the sincere conveyance of a
message.

The
a v e r aqe
inmate's
impression
of the legal
profession
is even
less
encouraging. A lawyer is either a
member of the Cosa Nostra or
works in conjunction with the
prosecution. Inmates place the
blame for their incarceration not
In summary, teaching within
upon themselves, but upon legal a prison
environment
is a
aid or court-appointed
lawyers complex
task,
often
more
who allegedly "made a deal with frustrating
than
rewarding.
the district attorney and the Constant ,worries of developing
judge to put them away."
rapport,
of translating your
Although
lawyers
are message
into a different
improperly
being
used a language,
of stimulating
scapegoats, such an impression enthusiasm,
and of course
of the defense attorney points .protecting
yourself
from
upa vital lack of understanding
not -so-peaceful
reactions are
of the nature of the public frustrating. Yet the experience i~
defender's role. and of. court " well w9rth the. effort .....
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Editorials-----'

Adjudicating

Dissolve The SBA

Violence

There is little talk of revolution in the law school-which is good;
the rhetoric is tiresome. But there is far too little talk on how to
stop the bombings, snipings, etc. in our violent society. While it iSI
easy to blame the power elite, it is only easy in the case of violence
because it is so obvious.
John Mitchell's vigalante speech was obviously more of a nod to
the Minutemen and Nixon's hard hat dinner guests than a smile
towards the Panthers whom our infamous alumnus J. Edgar,
characterizes as the most dangerous threat to our society.
And, for the nine hundredth time, the grand jury has decided to
let the (Kent) murderers go free for the thrill of retribution in
indicting some life styles for disorderly conduct. Was this because
the indictments for murder would have had to be leveled at Gov.
Rhodes and the Commanding General of the Kent guard for putting
loaded weapons in the guard's ill-trained hands? The answer is surely
yes-just as it was for Angela Davis. To be sure, there are legal
.distinetions but they are insignificant because both the Ohio Guard
and Soledad crimes were politically motivated.
Equal Justice? Well, maybe there can't be any more of it for a
while because it has all been sold out and foreclosed by political
creditors, the power elite. A Maryland judge tells us that a senator is
immune from prosecution for bribery-one can deal in political
favors or in cold cash.
A solution based upon a political party distinction would be just
about meaningless- Vietnam.
'
While some lawyers are working very hard and producing results
which might lend credibility and hope for the "system," too many
others are not-being too smug in their home where even Rizzo.
would knock before entering.

received from the SBA. (Please
don't mention the lackey tasks
such as the book exchange and
the locker rentals. This can't be
the real function of a Student
Bar
Association.
The
administration
could provide
these services). This challenge is
also extended to my fellow
officers who may think that
their resumes are now enhanced.
In the words of Past President
Jon Stover, I say to you, "are
you serious?"
I 'submit that if the SBA is
providing
any benefits, they
must by default inure to the
faculty-administration.
The
faculty and the administration
need the SBA far more than the
students
do. They need the
"tunnels" which Bandeon spoke
of to channel student. energy to
a dead end. They need a student
government
that
has the
appearance of legitimacy. After
a II, what do you say to a
prospective student if there is no
SBA? Do you tell him that there
is no established way to work'
within the student system? Do
you tell him that there is no
student voice in the Law Center?
Politics
is power;
and
students are tired of "playing
politics"
at the Law Center
without any power, without a
voice equal to the faculty's in
law school decisions. As long as
there is even a nominal Student
Bar Association, the myth of
student government at the Law
Center will continue to exist.
Dissolving
the SBA would
destroy this myth. Reform is not
possible; reconstruction is.
D-on Haid, one early soul
searching meeting spoke very
sincerely about what he wanted
the SBA to do. He wanted the
SBA to accomplish something
for the students here. He wanted
to see improvements
in the
student
situation
before he
graduated. I feel the same way; I

think, however, that the greatest
service the SBA could perform
would be to clear the way for a
new and rational student-faculty
government at the Law Center.
More than anything else the
. failure of the SBA has been a
failure to seize upon creative
ideas.
We've all been so
brainwashed by the educational
system that we don't even ask
questions. Sure in class we say,
"but what if the trial court ruled
the other way?" A member of
my Trusts class actually wanted
to know whether a will signed
by scratching the signature on
the sidewalk would be valid.
This is the type of question our
educational system teaches us to
ask. It ·isn't as often that
someone
asks,
"shouldn't
students' have some control over
who teaches them and who gets
tenure?"
or "should
one
obstinate professor be allowed
to contravene
a law school
policy?"
Former
Supreme
Court
Justice Goldberg in an address
concerning
labor-management
philosophy attacked the idea
that "in the beginnin'g there was
management:'
This so-called
"reserved
rights" theory has
been responsible over the years
for the mentality that reduces
the rights of labor to those
which management specifically
gives it. This theory overlooks
the fact that each party has
something to offer and that each
needs the other. In a similar way
the Law Center needs students.
It needs people to purchase its
se rvices.
The relationship
between the student
and the
school/ is transactional. When
this fact is appreciated then
student
control
in school
decisions
seems
only
appropriate.
The strongest
argument
against student votes in faculty
(See COLEMAN p.5)

First, there are two types of
noise, the greatly misunderstood
The lead article
in the sonic boom and "on airport"
September
30 issue of the engine
noise.' Secretary of
Advocate
has
u n f a ir l v Transportation John Volpe has
characterized the Boeing SST as made it clear that sonic booms
an example of the individual's
would affect no one since the
forced
participation
"in an SST
would
be flown
at
over-consumptive,
supersonic speeds only over the
waste-producing system."
'
oceans and unpopulated
areas
The Advocate neatly brushes like the polar regions. Even the
aside'
the
fact
that
the
sonic boom noise over the water
government
would net one would be slight, a mere fraction
billion dollars after selling 500 of that required to break a
SSTs. This balance of payment
window, for instance. The issue
advantage (about half the SSTs is academic, however, since no
would go to foreign companies)
one would hear the sonic booms
would be offset, according to anyway.
As for engine noise, the SST
the Advocate, by Americans
engines might indeed make more
using the plane to go abroadand
spend money. Without the SST, noise than aircraft engines now
tourists will still be able to go being used. But because they
abroad on Concordes, TU-144s, would also be more powerful,
or some other SST equivalent.
the SST could rise quickly over
But even so, the argument is the community on takeoff and
specious since the SST would fly the
engine
sound
would
both ways and thus would also therefore be less than todav's
bring visitors to the United jets at the same distance from
the end of the airport. And
States.
But conceding the financial
Boeing is even confident that it
success of the SST, the Advocate
can lessen the "on airport" noise
still condemns
it for two to the level of planes now flying.
environmental reasons: 1) too
Secondly, as to upsetting the
much
noise .and 2) possible atmosphere,
the National
dangerous effects on the earth's
Academy of Sciences and the
upper atmosphere.
Office
of Meteorological

Research both report that the
SST would
not appreciably
affect
the earth's
normal
atmostpheric balance. The NAS
study showed that 1,000 SST
flights per day would produce
about 150,000 tons of water.
That is about the same amount
that would be injected into the
stratosphere by a single large
cumulonimbus
cloud in the
tropics. As for contrails, they
rarely form at the SST's cruise
level.
Furthermore,
the Advocate
was
c I early
deceptive
in
picturing with no caption, a 727
polluting the air. What does this
have to do with the SST? Nearly
all means of transportation,
including horses, produce some
pollutants but a fully loaded
SST travelling at 1,780 miles per
hour would not emit any more
air pollutants
than three
automobiles travelling 60 miles
per hour.
Turbine
engines
convert less than one per cent of
their fuel consumed into air
pollutants as compared to 30 to
50 per cent for reciprocating
engines
used
in land
transportation
vehicles. The
SST's engines would be virtually
smoke free.
Geoffrey Stamper

by Jim Coleman
Advocate News Editor

I s peak here not as the
vice-president of the Student Bar
Association. That would be a
meaningless gesture for the SBA,
itself,
is meaningless.
The
Student
Bar Association, the
student government, whatever
you choose to call it, hasn't
governed
anything and can't
govern anything.
Since the 16th of September
'when the semester began the
SBA has had four meetings and
has accomplished nothing. Soon'
it will be November, and then
December and vacation and then
exam time. It was distressing to
see so few students present at
the meetings. (Perhaps this was
due to the fact that the meetings
were held behind a sliding
bookshelf on the fourth floor of
the
library).
It is more
distressing now to see officers
absent.
Still,
this 'was all
foreseeable. People in law school
just don't have time to waste on
nonsense like the SBA How large
of a turnout can you expect for
a volunteer garbageman squad?
It is not amazing that so few
Somewhere along the way the first year class has been told that
Torts and Contracts are all there is to Law School-and more people turned in petitions for
important-all there is to life for the next two years. Of course, no the SBA elections. It is amazing
one doubts the critical importance of the first year of legal training; that anyone did. SBA President
it is quite simply the year when "lawvers" are made. Still, however, Bantleon has characterized the
the first year class appears to be over-reacting to the admonitions to: job as one where you face five
tunnels, each one with a "bunch
"Work, work, work:'
.
.
It is now tl me that the first year class should make its presence of shit at the end:' This is sad.
Last
May
when
the
felt throughout the law school. Legal Aid has a critical need for
volunteers and this work would provide first year students with an University was in chaos, I was
informed by Bantleon that the
excellent opportunity to learn another side of the law.
SBA had no real control over its
bank account and no real power
to execute its resolutions. At
that time I moved that the SBA
abolish
itself ,-dissolve,-go
away and hide. This motion
Know of an issue The Advocate should discuss or
caused a good deal of debate. I
report? Find our treatment of an issue biased or
think it is time once again to
incomplete? Know someone who would like to
initiate this proposal.
submit an article for publication? Our pages are open
Who needs the SBA anyway?
to all contributors of well-written articles expressing
Not
the students. I defy any
any point of view. If you want to make your views or
student
to name a benefit he has
the views of some other community member known,

First Year Studies

WRITE FOR US '.

write for us. Please send your suggestions for sources
to Peter langley, 585-6373 or Dave Schlee 671-0416.

LETTERS POLICY
All persons are encouraged to
, voice their views through letters
to the Editor on any subject
treated by The Advocate or of
general interest to the legal
comrnunf tv-at-Iarqe.
letters
. must contain the signature and
address of the writer and be
typed in double space.
The Advocate reserves the
right to edit letters to conform

to space' requirements.
They
must be received by noon Wed.
for publication in the following
Mon. paper.
letters may be deposited in
the Advocate Mailbox,Student
Lounge, Basement of Stockton
Hall,
or
mailed
to: The
Advocate, Harlan Brewer House,
714 21st St. NW, Washington,
D.C. 20006.
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COLEMAN, from p. 4

SBA Worthless
The only realistic student
meetings is a weak one. It goes
something like this; students are government is a student-faculty
The
transients here; they have no real government.
of the
and lasting interest in the Law accomplishments
Committee
Center and,' therefore, should Student-Faculty
not be allowed to share .In point to what could be achieved
governing it. In the first place, through an organization with a
students do have a long range broad base. But first, the SBA
interest in their school; it is their must get out of the way.
school and it is as simple as that.
So far the SBA has been
In the second
place,
this
argument
assumes that the unable to allocate the budget. It
so-ca IJed transients would if 'is given $10,340 to divide among
organizations. This
given a choice opt for the the various
amount, however, is but one
unreasonable
course. This
third of what the students pay
assumption is a sorry one.
into the Law Center in student
In the third place, three years
IS a long time in this age of
fees. Shouldn't the students have
"future shock" and it may be a say in what happens to 'their
that the label "transient" just own fees? The SBA can't change
doesn't
apply.
Does the
this type of practice because the
president's' four year term in the SBA is toothless.
At our
White House qualify him as a meetings
we figure that we
transient? In the fourth place, is might as well fight against each
there
something
inherently
other because we haven't got a
frightening in the fact that each chance against the faculty. We
year· new students with new sit around endlessly telling Dave
ideas enter the system? Finally,
Bantleon that he should resign.
if the decisions should only be This is regrettable-we all should
made by those who make their resign!
careers at the' Law Center, then
Does this mean we're giving
why all the concern over what
the alumni will say-or is this up, throwing in the towel? Yes,
like the loser who knows when
concern motivated by monetary
he's had enough.
considerations?

Leaving

Home

by Rodney M. Friedman
"We are taking your children," Jerry Rubin blares. He's
telling this to Spiro Agnew, Ted Kennedy, Kingman Brewster
and even Johnny Carson. And he's right. Spiro can't hold on
to Kim, and no parent of Spiro's insensitivity and erratic
nature can ever hope to have any respect from his child.
Kim saw the 400 rounds that were poured into the girls'
dormitory at Jackson State. She knows that a society that
metes out injustice the way Mississippi has over the years is
wrong. Her father is not sure it's wrong, he thinks that maybe
it's justified. People like the Vice President always have
trouble dealing with folk seeking honesty and compassion.
The terrifying thing is not the existence of Agnew, but the
fact that there are so many like him-Cramer in Florida,
Reagan and Murphy in California, Smith in Illinois. These men
, take their own brand of personal isolation and give our parents
fodder for thought. "Campus unrest must be put down. Jail
the conspiracy. Pass more, bigger, better riot acts. Infiltrate
the campuses. National Guard defends our right to Law and
Order on the campuses of Jackson and Kent." They say it is a
problem, campus unrest is, and that there is only one way to
deal with it. Be afraid of it, fear it till you can't trust your own
child, then suppress it. Well, if Spiro wants to deal with Kim
that way, then she will deal with him. She'll merely leave.
That's o.k. for a kid here or a kid there, but what's going to'
happen when the whole generation leaves.'Maybe it's not a bad
thing to burn those bridges, but, is it necessary to figuratively
burn your parents before you set your own head straight?
Like Kim, we saw Kent and the Chicago Convention and
Isla Vista and Jackson and thought each time, "our parents
will finally see their view of their society shattered:' But they
have withstood the temptation to see brutality for brutality.
Their humanity never surfaced. We came home beaten, sure,
but with the long hair and the same levis we've been wearing
to all demonstrations and they were not sure of us, their own,
children. They heard their leaders call us "bums" and other
thesaurean palaver. Their leaders were afraid of us. And the
peo pie seeking to become leaders made their hay on
photographs of us. They say we kids are to be feared, and if
you're afraid pretty soon you'll learn to hate.
Politicians aren't much of a lot and many of us have gone
through the disillusionment of personally discovering the true
colors of a political huckster. But, now that the institutions of
our parents' country break down and can no longer deliver. it
is we, their children, who are persecuted for our simple desire
to realize the dreams of our parents and to create a society
which can function for people, not leaders. We knew
politicians were hucksters after our first political campaign and
on our first trip to the Capitol. But the cruelty of the hoax ...
The obscenity of Kent State is just epilogued by the Ohio
Grand Jury, findings. The parent indicts his child, pulls the
lever and elects some flannel tongued politician and order is
preserved. But the humanity will be with Kim and with us as
we head out to the hills while our fathers find a new scapegoat
(how about the slovenly. welfare receiving elderly) to keep
themselves in their offices of insulation.

Krugman
by James Krugman
Posted in the law school, on
the second floor, you will find
the answer of SBA President
Bantleon to the articles written
about
him in preceeding
ADVOCATES. We, hope that
everyone in the law school read
them carefully. Mr. Bantleon is
not a naive politician, nor is he a
bad attorney. He has expertly
sought to avoid issues, deny
allegations by playing one word
against the next. It is a shrewd
move, but there is one thing that
stands in the way, subsequent
research
has proven
the
_ADVOCATE articles correct.
The ADVOCATE did not
label
Mr. Bantleon "student
prosecutor:' The Administration

on

Bantleon
'title is Corporation Counsel, not
prosecutor.
As to M'r. Ba ntleon's
dlsavowal of his memorandum,
~o Dougherty, the ADVOCATE
maintains that he was requested
'to write it as a student leader,
that once written it should not
have been confidential, and that
the
allegation
that
the
ADVOCATE stole the letter
remains to this day unproven.
Merely because Mr. Bantleon
says it was stolen, does not make
it so. As to the irresponsiblity of
the ADVOCATE, we maintain
that when a reliable source gives
us a story which we can verify to
the extent to which we could
verify that memo, we will print
it.

of the George
Washington
University
did that.
Mr.
Bantleon claims that he is not a
"prosecutor," but an advisor, an
investigator.
When questioned
about the role of Bantleon in
student court proceedings, Mr.
David Speck reiterated that Mr.
Bantleon was hired to aid in the
presentation
of the
complaintant's
case. Since
almost all of the cases in front of
the 'student court result from
non-student
complaints, the
ADVOCATE maintains that a
prosecutor by any other name
smells just the same. The same
case could be made that one
who works in the Office of the
Corporation
Counsel for the
District is not a prosecutor. His

I

As We'd Like To See Them
by David-Kaufman
The law school catalog is chock full of new
courses this year, but course synopses are as
inadequate as ever. I feel that course synopses
should· be witty.
provocative,
and truly
descriptive of what each course will cover. In
other words, the casual catalog reader should be
able to capture the nitty-gritty of each course.
With that in mind I have made, some minor
changes in the current catalog, to wit:
Torts-Prof.
Merrifield--Prof.
Merrifield, the
human tranquilizer; demonstrates the myriad
ways one can "fease" a tort. Prof. Merrifield's
motto: If you can squeeze a lemon you can fease
a tort.
Evidence-Prof.
Seidelson-Prof.
Seidelson
teaches the essence of the law of evidence,
namely how to get the criminal defendant off the
hook.
Evidence-Prof.
Robinson-The
Bullet teaches
the essence of the law of evidence, namely how
to get the criminal defendant on the hook.
Unfair
Trade-Prof.
Banzhaf-Prof.
Banzhaf
recounts his fanciful legal escapades.
Torts-Prof. Banzhaf-Prof. Banzhaf recounts his
fanciful legal escapades.

Administrative
Law-Prof.
Banzhaf-Prof.
Banzhaf recounts his fanciful legal escapades.
Regulated Industries-Prof. Park-How regulated
industries
regulate the regulatory agencies.
Course title will soon change to "Regulated
Regulatory Agencies:'
Real Property-Prof.
Brown-Rectifies years of
teaching Fake Property at the law school. Prof.
Brown assures us this course deals in real
property; not some cheap imitation.
Local Government Law-Prof. Pock-Prof. Pock
rams Local Government down your throat, AND
YOU VILL LIKE IT!
Women and the Law-Prof. Kessler-Prof. Kessler
recounts how the reasonable man is really a male
chauvinist pig.
Trusts and Estates-Prof, Kuhn-If Death didn't
exist lawyers would invent it.
American Legal History-D.C. Green-Detinue,
replevin and trover live on in the hearts and
minds of men;
Legal Writing-How to write without humor,
taste or style. Students are encouraged to use
Latin phrases, even if they don't know what they
mean.

Expediting Justice
by Gene Mechanic
In the last edition of this
newspaper I wrote a column
concerning the police activities
during the recent Georgetown
incident. On that same page Jim
Krugman questioned how people
can be held in contempt of court
in a judicial system which does
not warrant our respect. If both
of those articles had some merit
we are certainly in a dilemma. It
is not difficult to understand
that' under given circumstances
an individual
policeman will
react unjustly, but after all are
we not protected by a system of
justice in the courts where the
facts and the law are deciphered
to establish
guilt
from
innocence?
Last week I went down to
the District of Columbia Court
of General Sessions to defend
my arrest in the Georgetown
affair. My case was dismissed,
but my respect for our system of
justice was shattered.
Throughout
the previous
week the Georgetown cases had
been sent to the Corporation
Counsel
for a preliminary
he a r i n g . 1ft he Dis t r ict
Attorney's
office decided to
prosecute following the hearing,

then the judge would more than
'likely grant a continuance to
allow witnesses to be heard and
to' give the pro-bono attorneys
co ve r i n g the
cas e san
opportunity
to prepare
a
defense.
However, Judge Sorrell was
sitting on the bench during this
particular day. Sorrell is quite an
interesting individual. He once
held a fourteen year old boy in
contempt of court for falling
asleep in his courtroom. He also
gained a reputation for throwing
three
American
University
students out of his courtroom
because they had hair which was
a bit too long for his tastes.To
say the least we were not pleased
to see him before us. but after
all we still had right on our side.
Ray Twohig, the Georgetown
Legal Interns attorney, never
had a chance. He used his legal
abilities
extremely well, but
Sorrell was an unsurmountable
obstacle. The Judge criticized
him for not charging us money,
her e f use d ,t 0 g ran t us a
prel im i nary hearing, and he
wanted everyone to stand trial in
half dn hour. Therefore at the
tim
ewe
had
two
alternatives-one
viable. We
could either forfeit collateral
and waive the right to defend

>

ourselves, or we could stand trial
that afternoon, be convicted and
hope for a reversal on appeal. To
most of us it all seemed
incomprehensible-there
was no
reasoning behind our arrests, we
wanted
to establish
our
innocence, and if we 'attempted
to we would
be convicted
receiving a possible 90 days in
jail and $250 fine.
'
. After hours of manipulating
we were all granted preliminary
hearings with the Corporation
Counsel. Twohig fought hard
a nd Ph i I Hirshkoph,
the
flamboyant Washington lawyer.
exerted'
pressure
on the
Corporation
Counsel
to
"overrule" Sorrell. During the,
hearings two of the arresting
policemen
lied convincingly,
forcing
most of the other
defendants to stand trial, while
my case was dismissed. Twohig
fought for a continuance for the
others, but to no avail. Sorrell
was willing
to stay until
midnight to make certain that
n 0 0 new
0 u Id
get
an
opportunity for a fair trial.
This is the system we are
taught to respect. Certainly our
courts
are overcrowded and
expeditious processes should be
enforced, but not at the expense
of justice.
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From The President's Desk

Bantleon Denies ADyOCATE Charges
by David Bantleon
SBA President

To my fellow law students:
I would like to respond to a number
of statements which were made about
me in the last two issues of the.
ADVOCATE.
September 30 issue,
Mr. Krugman's article, page 7
1. "During the past summer the'
President
of the Student
Bar.
Association
was asked by Colonel
Dougherty, law alumni director, to
submit what he felt to be the views of
the students of the law school."
That is not true. Sometime during
the last week in July,
Colonel
Dougherty mentioned to me that he was
scheduled to give a speech to a group of
Los Angeles NLC alumni on September
16. The Colonel asked me to supply him
with a number of ideas for his speech as
he was sure the alumni would ask him
about recent events at the Law Center. I
sent Colonel Dougherty a confidential
memo along with several back issues of
THE ADVOCATE.
The Colonel
understood that my memo was sent in
confidence and he assured me that he
would not quote me by name or refer to
the fact that I was President of the
Student Bar Association. The Colonel
understood
also that
the memo
contained my personal views and that in
no way did I intend to speak for the
student body. Sometime over the last
few weeks someone stole my copy of
the memo to Colonel Dougherty from
my desk in the SBA office and saw to it
that the memo was printed in THE
ADVOCATE.
.
2. "Does the President of the SBA
have the right to issue these opinions as
-President of the SBA and then claim
they are confidential and should not be
seen by those who he claims hold these
opinions."
I believe I have a right to hold my
personal opinions on whatever subject 'I'
choose. The opinions in my memo to
Colonel Dougherty, as I stated above,
were not written by me as President of
the SBA. I believe my personal opinions
are confidential if I choose to make
them so. I never claimed that anyone,
other that I held the opinions contained
in my memo to Colonel Dougherty.
3. "Is it possible that the man who
backed a proposal in May would now
disavow it so quickly."
Last May I felt the faculty decision
to modify the Spring Exam schedule
was a good one. I do not believe any
other decision was realistically available.
However, in retrospect I think the
decision was regretable as I mentioned
in my memo to Colonel Dougherty, and'
I do not think the faculty will ever again
repeat their decision of last May to
make final exams elective.
4. "Colonel Dougherty asked Mr.,
Bantleon to write his opinions because
he is the duly elected head of the law
school student government, the SBA."
That is not true. I was asked because'
I had knowledge of the events last May.,
As I said earlier, my memo to Colonel
Dougherty was sent in confidence; it
contained only my personal views.
5. "He was not asked to submit his'
opinions as an individual law student"
but as the nominal representative of all
the law students at GWU."
That is not' true. See number 1"
above.
6. "He took it upon himself to speak,
for all of us as our leader."
Once again, I did not speak as'
anyone's leader in my memo to Colonel,
Dougherty ..
7. "Yet,
for whatever motive;
Bantleon
took it upon himself to,
misrepresent the opinions of a large
number of law students to the alumni'
while at the same time, he continues to

claim that he represents all 1600 of us.'"
Since I spoke only for myself, I
could not have misrepresented anyone's
else's opinion. As President of the.
Student Bar Association I do represent
al/ the law students at the NLC.
8. "The final issue results from the
fact that none of the law students knew
of the existence of this letter (memo)
until recently."
The memo was my personal business
and no one elses. No one knew about it.
until a member of the ADVOCATE
staff stole a copy of it from my desk
and printed
it in the law school
newspaper.
September 30 issue, Article on
Conflict of Interests, page 7
9. "Quaere: If one student held the
position of SBA President and Student
Prosecutor
simultaneously,
would a
conflict of interests arise?"
To my knowledge there is no such
thing as a "University Prosecutor" on
this campus.
1O. "It should be of interest to all
GW Law Students that their duly
elected President not only holds the
office of SBA President and Student
Prosecutor, but also steadfastly asserts
that no conflict of interests exists
between the two."
I am President of the SBA. I am not
a "Student Prosecutor."
11. "During
the summer, Mr.
Bantleon, a third-year law student, was
appointed to provide on behalf of
cornplaintants, the explicit duties of
investigating, preparing and assuring the
full presentation of' cases in student
disciplinary proceedings."
That
statement
is correct. My
position
with
regard
to student
disciplinary cases is not that of a
"Prosecutor"
but rather that of an
investigator and advisor.
12. "Inassuring the full presentation
. of cases for the cornplaintant;
Mr.
Bantleon
will obviously
be the
Prosecutor in an adversary proceeding."
I am not a prosecutor. The Student'
Court
does not conduct adversary
proceedings. Their hearings are held in
the format of an administrative, as
opposed to judicial, hearing.
1 3. " A student
president must
represent students and only students."
As President of the Student Bar, I do
represent 1600 law students.
Most every case brought before the
student court has to do with a violation
of student rights. It is my duty to assure
the student court that the case for the
student whose rights have allegedly been
violated
is fairly
and adequately
presented. Therefore, in my role with
the student court I represent students
whose rights have been violated.
'14. "A president cannot decide he is
president of some of the people, he is
the president of all the people in his
electorate."
I am the president of the Student
Bar Association which represents all the
law students at the NLC.
15. "Thus Bantleon could easily
become the Prosecutor in a case in
which a Jaw student was charged by a
member of the law school faculty."
I am not a prosecutor. In the history
of the student court, a law professor has
never been a complaintant.
In only
one case has a complaint ever been filed
against a law student. If a complaint is
filed against a law student, I am free to
si"lllY not participate in the case.
16. "The final question is: Why did
Bantleon not forsee the problem of
conflict of interest?"
Because there is none.
17. "The ethical questions involved
cut to the core of legal philosophy and
trai ni nq,"
I. disagree. There is no question of
ethics present in my role with the'
student court.

18. "M r. Bantleon now is the
Advocate
of student political and
governmental power and the prosecutor
of its strivings and accomplishments."
T hat
s tat em en tis
a Ii tt Ie
overly-dramatic. It is also untrue since I
am not a prosecutor.
19. "Perhaps he would like to be the
judge."
I do not wish to be a judge on the
student court.
Mr. Borwick's Article,
September 30 issue, page 11-12
20. "Despite what Mr. Bantleon has
implied in his letter (memo) to the
alumni committee, this school is not
filled
with emotional children and
spineless faculty members."
My letter (memo) was not written to
any faculty committee or law alumni
committee. It was written to the law
alumni director to aid him in the
preparation of a speech. Nowhere in my
memo did I suggest that the Law Center
was filled with emotional children and
spineless faculty members.
Editorial, October 12 issue,
page 4
21. "A letter
which seeks to
represent student opinion (which was
the purpose of Bantleon's letter) is not
confidential. When people's opinions are
represented, it makes sense that those
people have the right to know those
opinions."
My memo to Colonel Dougherty did
not seek to represent anyone's opinion
other than my own. My purpose was
not to represent the opinions of any
other law students. The memo was
confidential. It was stolen from my desk
by a member of the ADVOCATE staff
and printed without my knowledge.
.
22. "The ADVOCATE did not steal
the letter."
A member of the ADVOCATE staff
stole a copy of my memo to Colonel
Dougherty from my desk.
23. "Ours is not the responsibility to
judge our sources."
That is one of the most irresponsible
remarks I've ever heard.
Mr. Langley's article,
. October 12 issue, page 4.
24. "The author was writi ng as the
President
of the Student
Bar
Association .. ."
That is not true; see number 1,
above.
25. "The views expressed did not
represent the views of the student
body."
That is correct.
Mr. Borwick's letter,
October 12 issue, page 8
26. "David has made no formal
answer
to the conflict of interest
charges and has indicated no intent to
resign as the University Prosecutor."
There is no conflict of interests. I
am not a University Prosecutor.
27. "The
charges
which were
brought both by the ADVOCATE and
the SBA are not to be taken lightly. For
Mr. Bantleon to have made no reply
must indicate either that he considers
valueless the opinion of his own student
government or he hopes the whole
incident will soon evaporate leaving him
to do as he pleases."

I do not take the charges lightly. I do
not consider the opinion of the SBA to
be valueless. I do believe the incident
should have evaporated long ago ..
28. "If Mr. Bantleon continues to
ignore the charges brought against him I
would recommend that impeachment
proceedings
be instituted. Indeed,
proceedings will be instituted for as
third year representative
I will see
personally that the necessary procedures
are begun."
Any member of the student body
has the constitutional right to initiate
proceedings for my impeachment.

Quotes ...
"The most important thing you
can learn in law school is how to
make a complete ass of yourself
and then recover."
-Prof.

"Tort?
Tort?"
she asked
blankly, reaching for a gin. "What
in hell's a tort?"
-Prof.

Robert Park

"Winning isn't everything.
the only thing."

~~
DO YOU HAVE AN
ANNOUNCEMENT
for
students or alumni of The
National Law Center? An
upcoming meeting? A date
t h ~ t ·,s:h 0 u I d
be
remembered?
A special
event?
The Advocate will be
published
every' other
week during the. school .
year. Part of our service to
the Law Center includes
seeing to it that your
message is seen by our
readers ..
Messages and notices
will be published under a
special section titled "The
Docket" beginning' with
our
next
issue.
Contributb9f1S should be
submitted: typewritten, to
The Advocate mailbox,
Student Lounge, Stockton
Hall or The Advocate
office,
Harlan Brewer
:House,714 21st St ..

STUDENT PRICES
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.

.X .

Tom Foolery ..~

2131 PA. AVE., N.W.

It's

- Vince Lombardi
(and Prof. J. Reid Hambrick)
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Monroe Freedman

TEL. 333-6111
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GW lawyer's GU,ild
.Gets Revitalized

Tourism Law
by Brian Defour
Armed with his America~
passport,
the U.S. tourist
embarks confident in his cloak
of identity
and general
conviction that his badge of
American nationality confers a
special immunity permitting his
unfettered spirit to exhaust itself
worldwide.
At anyone of a number of
debarkation
points
on the
Continent of Europe, the tourist
is met by the barrier of language,
customs, and law. It is the latter
barrier - which poses the most
serious problem and the one which, with some forewarning,
ought
to prove the least
bothersome.
An individual for purposes of
international
law submits
himself to the jurisdiction and
laws of the foreign sovereign
becoming
his host.
He is
immediately accorded the same
justice to which a citizen of the
foreign sovereignty is entitled.
At the same time, the alien
has a duty to abide by those
laws duly enacted even though
different from or harsher than
the laws of his homeland...
However, it seldom occurs to the
tourist, more particularly to the
youthful
tourist,
that
his
identity as American is not a
special part of his credentials
entitling
them to privileges
beyond those of the system into
which they have entered.
France
is an excellent
example. Its problems are similar
in many ways to those of the

United States in the area of
enforcement
of its laws
prohibiting
the sale, use, or
possession of drugs.
The chief offenders are those
of college age, and, the peak
period of arrests occurs during
the summer months. It is not
unexpected
that
les types
hippiques who frequent Le
Quartier
Latin
and the
"auto-stopping"
students
travelling
French
highways
should constitute a majority of
those arrested for drug-related
offenses.
Unaware of their
rights under French law, often
unable
to clearly
express
themselves
in the French
Ianguage, and without funds
necessary to post bail, their
problem is quite acute.
In Paris the Americans talk of
the VW bus syndrome in their
descriptions of the Gendarmerie.
Virtually every person sporting
flowing locks and shabby clothes'
(or driving a beat-up VW bus) is
stopped, frisked, and thoroughly
questioned. The most notorious
area is northern France where
the writer was detained for two
hours in a small washroom at the
douane for a document check
and luggage search.
It may happen that the
customs officials will turn up
suspicious
material in these
periodic searches. At this point
the tourist's immunity is cast
aside; he is arrested and rarely
informed of the charges against
him.
From this point until trial,

[the authorities are empowered
'to hold the suspect for 60 days
unless bail is met. In the past
'bail has been inordinately high
with the result that the suspect
spends 60 days without effective
aid
of counsel,
without
adjudication of the charges, and
with consequent exposure to
hardened criminal elements.
Recent developments have
ameliorated
these conditions.
Through
the efforts of the
American
Embassy and the
American law firms located in
Paris, a list of available legal
counsel
in the
French
departments has been circulated
and can be obtained for the
accused by interested parties.
. These late developments in
the treatment of alien offenders
are also more in accord with the
A merican
concept
of the
administration
of criminal
justice and to the ideal proposed
in the Draft Covenant of Human
Rights
before
the United
Nations. The Covenant states in
pertinent part:
Art. 9, 1.: Everyone has
the right
to liberty and
security of person. No one
shall be subjected to arbitrary
arrest or detention. No one
shall
be deprived of his
liberty
except
on such
grounds and in accordance
with such procedure as are
established
by law. 2.:
Anyone who is arrested shall
be informed, at the time of
arrest, of the reason for his
(See TOURISM p. 8)

In the early stages of last fall, the National Lawyers Guild
'made a brief, if not useless appearance at the Law School. It
faiied for a number of reasons: law student apathy, failure of
Guild members to provide work for the law students involved,
and failure to organize into a cohesive unit. For those of you
who are not familiar with it. the Guild is the radical alternative
to the ABA. It is not a bar association as such, it is a group of
lawyers. not all radical, who practice the defense of politically
opressed defendants. Guild clients include many of the
"name" radical personalities and groups, but it also freely gives
legal services
to those
who practice dissent against
governmental policies.
The Washington Chapter of the Guild has undergone a
massive change. Where once nothing existed, there is now a
Military Law Panel, which defends and advises on both the
draft and civil and political rights within the Armed Forces;
- the Panther Defense Panel, which is a group of lawyers who
represent the Black Panther Party; the Mass Arrest Panel,
which seeks to offer free legal services to all those who are
arrested during mass demonstrations in the Washington area.
These are but a few of the ever increasing activities which are
performed by Guild members.
This year, the Guild has decided to attempt to re-establish
its law school chapters. Law students are needed to assist
Guild attorneys in such varied jobs as the organization of and
aid to the Black Panther Party in the Revolutionary Peoples'
Constitutional Convention to be held here in the end of
November. Law students are also needed to work with the
Drug Offender's Rights Committee in its free legal aid to those
who are busted on drug charges.
Now, 'you ask, what does this have to do with me? One of
the most popular gripes about law school is that it offers very
little, if any, chance in which the student gets to apply his
knowledge of the law. The Student Guild Chapter offers just
the experience that most of us c1aim that we are searching for.
It does not pay well, if it all, in monetary terms. It pays richly
in the experience of practical practice of the law. The Guild
offers the law student the opportunity to work with some of
the top lawyers in Washington, many times on a one to one
basis. It also allows you to apply the hours of classroom time
and study to a socially relevant practice.
Lawstudents, like most other students in America today,
do a lot of complaining about conditions in the United States.
Here, with the Guild. is a chance to do something about it.

Why Nacrelli
TO PASS THE BAR ,EXAM?

Because
_

THE NACRELLIBAR REVIEW SCHOOL HAS THE KNOW-HOW·
IT IS THE ACKNOWlEDGED LEADERIN ITS FIELD
IT HAS BEEN IN EXISTENCEFOR MORE THAN 30 YEARS
SPEAKS
ITS OUTSTANDING RECORD SEAKS FOR ITSELF
84'0 OF NACRELLISTUDENTSPASSED THE LAST D.C. EXAM
.
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NACRELLI STUDENTSARE MEMBERS OF THE BAR

OVER 20,000
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Female Recruiting Lags
by Kathy Mazzaferri
The administration
of the
National Law Center is hesitant
to embark
on an active
recruitment program for women.
Last spring the official policy
was a" negative one although!
great pride has always been,
ex pressed
that
Professon
Freedman
visited
several:
women's schools during his term
as recruiter and that Professor,
Sharpe
recruits at Pembroke:
when he goes to Brown.
However, since recruiters are:
often in the vicinity of some of'
the best women's colleges and'
fail to recruit there, there seems,
to be no explanation other than
one of discrimination.
This fall, due to requests by
the Women's Rights Committee"
the administration has agreed to
fund a few trips
for the
recruitment of women, with the
stipulation that the WRC find
the professors and make the
contacts
with the colleges,
Several professors have indicated
interest
in helping
in the
effort-including
Professor
Barron, Carlson, Muys and Park.
The attitude towards sending
students alone to recruit (since
most faculty
members
are
already committed time-wise) is
that it would make potential
recruitees feel like second-rate
citizens. But if no one recruits at
that school would that make one
feel like a third-rate citizen or no
citizen
at all? (Interestingly,
Georgetown Law School's SBA
recruited for this fall and were:
successful in getting minority
students
and moderately
successful regarding women.)
The problem with the token
recruitment plan is that it misses
the point. The justification given
for the active recruitment of
black
and Spanish-speaking
students is that they have certain
"cultural"
problems
which
would
prevent
them
from
applying to the National Law
Center or to law school in
general.
The corresponding,
although
not
identical,
"cultural" problem of women is
overlooked.
Society itself imposes closely

defined sex roles on people.'
While little boys are given doctor]
bags, little girls are given dolls:'
while boys study mathematics!
and biology, girls study English
and sociology. Thus while men
are taught to be aggressive,
strong and professional, women
are encouraged to be demure,
passive and feminine.
The result is that when a man
nears his last year of college, he
has already been coaxed and
encouraged to think in terms of
his professional career, so for
him to consider law is not a long
step. However, as a woman
approaches that last year she
weighs the prospects of being a
teacher, social worker, or in
many cases an "admi nistrative
assistant. "
Women are at a 'cultural"
disadvantage. The stereotypes of
blacks which exist in the racist
mind are analogous to the
stereotypes of women in the
sexist minds: these stereotypes
in part perpetuate themselves
unless aggressive action is taken
to overcome
them. Because
women
are less apt at this
juncture to think of a career in
law school, there is all the more
reason
to consistently
and
actively recruit them.
Another reason given for not
recruiting women is that the
opportunities
in the legal
profession
for women
are
limited. But if fewer women are
funneled through law schools,
how will this remedy that
particular prejudice? '
An a bsent
or minimal
recruitment program for women'
has an interesting effect on the
admission figures-since women
are less inclined to apply to law
school
than
men-by
not
'recruiting at women's colleges
and by not making special
efforts at co-educational colleges
that
school
is assured
a
comparatively small number of
women applicants. The National
Law Center, which has taken
such a forward view in its scope
of courses and extra-curricular
activities, is still ignoring the
problems and potential of 52%
of the population.

TOURISM, from p. 7
arrest
...
3.: Anyone
arrested or detained on a
criminal
charge shall be
brought promptly before a
judge or other officer . . .,
shall be entitled to trial
within a reasonable time ...
.It shall not be the general
rule that persons awaiting
trial shall be detained in
custody, but release may be
subject
to guarantees to
appear for trial ...
The general
procedural

safeguards enumerated above are
followed
in Article 10 and
Article 14 by specific provisions
for the administration
of
criminal justice to aliens. The
subscribing nations, by ratifying
the
Covenant
and
by
effectuating its provisions, will
have given the individual alien an
international
identity
andperhaps will have alleviated the
severity of enforcement policies
often all too puzzling to the
uninformed traveler.

COOK, from p. 2

The Tenure Committee,'
utilizing the list of professional
activities, the student evaluation,
the personal
evaluation
of
classroom technique and the
written comments of interested
parties as a basis, will make a
report to the tenured members
'of the faculty. The report may
include a positive or negative
recommendation, or it may be a
presentation of the facts and no
more. Whatever the outcome of
the
Tenure
Committee's
deliberations may be, however,
there is no guarantee that the
report will be accepted by the
faculty. The Committee report,
based
in part upon student
input, could be rejected, thereby
nullifying whatever influence the
students might have had on the
Tenure Committee.
,
F or those students who
may desire to express their views
to the entire faculty, rather than
t he Tenure Committee,
it is
noted
that
certain
faculty
accepted portions of last year's
"Green
Report" include the
invitation of student comment
on tenure
considerations.
Presumably, the correct avenue
for these views is via the Dean's
office.
As a result of. the SFC
discussion of the tenure topic, it
was resolved
that the fall
semester student evaluation for
the two professors concerned be
expedited so that the results can
be made available to the Tenure
Committee
(and the entire
faculty) prior to December 4th.
Also discussed
at the
October 7th meeting was the
possibility that .some students
have been including unfounded
and misleading information of
personal resumes connected with
employment
interviews,
particularly with regard to class
standing. The fact is that. no
class standing for any class is'
calculated until its graduation.
Estimations for current classes
can be obtained by comparing
your grade average with a similar
grade average of a graduated
class, and citing the graduate's
standing as an approximation of
yours. Solutions to the problem
of apparent
abuse of this
approximation, or the distortion
of
it,
all
involve
the
administration making available
to the interviewer
certain
information
from
student
records. It was the unanimous
opinion of the SFC that the
confidentiality
of student
records, take precedence over
watchdogging student ethics.

WOMEN,

from p.3

women's relative income has deteriorated in most occupations
between 1956 and 1966. Decreases (that is, Increased earnings
gaps between men and women) occurred in the followin'g
categories:
clerical workers, operatives, sales workers
managers, officials, and proprietors. But take heart-among
professional and technical workers there was a 3% increase
from 1956 to 1965. Women showed real gains. By 1965
women earned 65% of the salary income of men in the same
profession.
Lest women law students worry that their educations will
be for naught, statistics show a definite correlation between
educational accomplishment and income. 1966 comparisons of
the median income received by women and men showed that
the more education a woman has, the closer her income
approaches that of a man. Brace yourself for this one: Women
with 5 or more years of college had the highest median income
for women-$6,114;
To the argument that education is "wasted" o.n a woman
because she doesn't use it, response can be made that the more
education a woman has, the greater the likelihood that she will
be engaged in salaried employment. In 1968, 71% of the
women who completed 5 or more years of college were
working. This is an extraordinarily high figure when you
consider the deplorable lack of day care facilities that forces
many women off the labor market.
All SPANISH-SPEAKING STUDENTS ARE NEEDED to
bring the CONSUMER PROTECTION CENTER to the
Spanish-Speaking Community. Volunteers call:
466-8417 anytime
659·8921 evenings
296-6658 evenings

Special Student Rates
75~

,All evening
(5:15-12:00)

Monday thru Friday
COLONIAL PARKING
GARAGE
515 20th Street., N.W.
between E&F

BRI

Bar Review, Inc.
638-1955

412 Fifth Street, NW

June 1970 D.C. Bar Exam 87% pass rate
Maryland Bar Exam 75% pass rate
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RElAX AWAY FROM YOUR BOOKS
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Danish Delight Special

DC Bar Review Course
Nov. 14-Dec. 23 (6 wk)
DC Intensive Course
Dec. 13-Jan~ 3 (3 wk)
Md. Bar Review Course:

Comfortable Atmosphere -- Plush Surroundings
Arlington Health Spa
920-9163
10 A.M.-10 P.M.

3219 N. Columbia Pike
Arlington, Virginia
(near S. Glebe Road)

Va. Bar Review Course: Spring

